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DATE MAILED: 

INTERVIEW SUMMARY 


All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 


< 1 L 
(2). 



^eju (3)_ 


Data of Interview " \k*Z& ^/Lk ; 

Type: QTelephonic □ Personal (copy is given to P applicant □ applicant's representative). 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: DYes ^No If yes, brief description: ; 


Agreement Z) was reached. □ was not reached. 
Claim(s)discussed:___ ICS ^2VZ^ U\ ~ *L>h 


Id ntification of prior art discussed:. 


Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other comments:. 


( A fuller description, if necessary, and a. copy of me amendments, if available, which.the. examiner agreed would render trie claims allowable 
must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments which would render the claims allowable is available, ai summary thereof. must be 
attached.) , : . 

1. Q it is not.necessary for applicant to provide. a separate record of the substance of the interview. .". • < - . , 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked to indicate to the contrary. A FORMAL WRITTEN RESPONSE TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
IS NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE ORTHE INTERVIEW. (See»MPEP Section 713.04). If a response to the last Office 
action has are ready been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE 
SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW; : - ' ' ' * * ■ : ■ . 

2. □ Since the Examiner's interview summary above (including any attachments) reflects a complete response W each of the objections, 

rejections and requirements that may be present in the last Office action, and since the claims are now.allowabie, this completed form 
is considered to fulfill th response requirements of the last Office action. Applicant is not relieved from providing a separate record of 
th interview unless box 1 .above is aJso.checked. : .„ ' , : . t 

Examiner. Not : You must sign i this form unless it is an attechment to another ^ 

FORM PTOL-413 (REV.1-98) 


Manualpf..^ f Interview must B Made f Rec rd 

A complete written statement : as"tb the substance of flny_face-to-face or telephone Interview with regard to an application must be made of record In thn 
appHcatlQn..whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview, vt iwvwmn \m 

■ ' §1.133 Interviews ... ........ 

(b) In every Instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the 
1 uZa£1 0^!S!aS " mUSt bQ ™ ^ aPP ' iCant An interVi8W d ° eS 001 rem ° Ve * he neC6SSity ,0f r6Sp0nse 10 ^ aSSed In 5 

«nnLV?;«r U .h^ t0 * 2*5* A « illness with the Patent er Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of 

^^^^^SXl a < the / aten and ™ emark ? ffice J s unnecessary. The-action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively 
onjhe wntten record in the Office. No attention w.ll be paid to any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or 

to re^Se^ cannot be b ^sed exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself incomplete through the failure 

h* JU 5Jl!f TO? i!'!* 7 * the aP ? ,iCa . nl ° r the "JST* ° r aS6nt t0 make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless the examiner indicates 
JatentebilitJ exam i™' 8 responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies which bear directly on the question of 

Examiners must complete a two-sheet carbon interleaf Interview Summary Form for each inte rvie w held after January 1 , 1 978 where a matter of substance has 
oTn^S checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks in neat handwritten form using .ban pointer! 

only procedMral matters, directed solely to restriction requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812 01 of the Manualof Patent 
Examining Procedure, or pointing out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are' excluded IrorS^r^ 

wr Jn«r ^^^^T^L^ ^ be ? a PP/ opria , te P a P er number, placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the "Contents" list on the file 
S!^-r d " er ' al re 8 ,s f r ^ds need not be updated to reflect interviews. In a personal interview, the duplicate copy of the Form is removed and given 
£d^^^ lh S in jr eW i th9 cas 5 of a,e,e « c (nterview, the copy is mailed the applicant 

? the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other circumstances 

dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the telephonic interview rather than with the next official communication. circumstances 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

-Serial Number of the application 
-Name of applicant 
-Name of examiner, 
-Date of Interview- 

-Type of interview (personal or telephonic) 

-Name of participant(s)) (applicant, attorney or agent, etc.) 

-An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

-Ah Identification of the claims discussed 

-An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

"rfJmS T^lf wl 80 ' 3 descri P tion °< 'he general nature of the agreement (may be by attachment of a copy 

8 allowable). (Agreements as to allowability are tentative and do not restrict further action by the examiner to the 

-The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview 
- Names of other Patent and Trademark Office personnel present. 

The Form also contains a statement reminding the applicant of his responsibility to record the substance of the interview. 

It is desireable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his obligation to record the substance of the interview in each case unless both aoniicant and 
Sfflffi will record same. Where tha examiner agrees to record. the substance of the Intervie^^ 

oM^in^^f^'T^ ^ lh f ,n ir^ W Summar Y Form witl not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview unless it includes 
or is supplemented bv the applicant or .^examiner to include, all of the applicable items required bSlow concerning the substance of the interview: 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed; 

3) an identification of specific prior art discussed, 

^'^mS^ijiSSS^^ amendmonta 0, 8 substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the Interview Summary 

'^tol^A!S!IS^»^^!!f'? , ^ t °"!» P""** 1 ar 9™ents presented to the examiner. The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or 
o thms oMho tt£ ^ ^mL„,= l.H de , SC ,K Pt,0n °' - ,he ar 9 umen,s j s n °« «l" "^e identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature 
«mn£«w« J a P , Z 2° 8 S U T ntS made ,0 ,ne e * am,ner Mn be understood In the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to 
emphasize and fully describe those arguments which he feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner *PP"cani may aesire to 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and - ' ' 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Form completed by the examiner. 

fSl n n. ? 6d '^'"'^lew 'he applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complele or accurate the examiner will aive the 
aSSm\^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

0 Y=.£?n P il d r.!LTT? °/ ^!?£ ok ^' aCe 81 thB ,nten " ew 8h0uld to emMa * checked to determine the accuracy of any argument or statement attributed to the 
S «n 9 m 8 n,8n i 8W - " ,h8fe iS . a " inaccurac y and « bears directly on the question of patentability, it should be pointed out in the VmtOfflM letter \l he 
r^fl » h abte .' 0r .K lher rea , S ° nS ? me examiner snould send 8 letter eettlng forth his or her version of the statement °att ributed to him "the record fe 

S^. n» " Sh0U ' d P ' aCe ,h ° ,ndlCaUOn '' n,8,V,eW r8C0rd 0K " °" ,h8 papW recordin 8 ,he 8ubs,ance °" he Interview a ong tit" ne d^e and 
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